UA3/3 How Now, the North Atlantic Community by Thompson, Kelly
Western Kentucky University
TopSCHOLAR®
WKU Archives Records WKU Archives
3-30-1967
UA3/3 How Now, the North Atlantic Community
Kelly Thompson
Western Kentucky University
Follow this and additional works at: http://digitalcommons.wku.edu/dlsc_ua_records
Part of the American Politics Commons, International Relations Commons, Political History
Commons, Speech and Rhetorical Studies Commons, and the United States History Commons
This Presentation is brought to you for free and open access by TopSCHOLAR®. It has been accepted for inclusion in WKU Archives Records by an
authorized administrator of TopSCHOLAR®. For more information, please contact connie.foster@wku.edu.
Recommended Citation
Thompson, Kelly, "UA3/3 How Now, the North Atlantic Community" (1967). WKU Archives Records. Paper 3618.
http://digitalcommons.wku.edu/dlsc_ua_records/3618
• 
HOW NOW , THE NOR TH ATLANTIC COMMUNITY 
A Report On Tabulation Of Questionnaires And Remarks 
By 
DR. KELLY THOMPSON, PRESIDEN T 
WESTERN KENTUCKY UNIVERSITY 
At 
A Conference On 
THE UNITED STATES FOREIGN POLICY 
AS VIEWED BY KENTUCKIANS 
Sponsored By 
INTERNA TIONAL CENTER 
UNIVERSITY OF LOUISVILLE 
LOUISVILLE, KENTUCKY 
MARCH 30, 1967 
• 
HOW NOW, THE NOR TH ATLANTIC COMMUNITY 
A REPOR T ON ATTITUDES OF KENTUCKIANS 
AS REVEALED IN A QUESTIONNAIRE CIRCULATED IN THE PERIOD 
JANUARY l5 to MARCH l5, 1967 
Some interesting opinions and attitudes are reflected in the answers give n by 
Ke ntuckians to a series of questions posed in a recent questionnaire prepared 
specifically for this program. 
Responses to the questionnaires were re<:eived from two groups: The first, 
consisting of 558 respondents , includes members of women's organizations, 
professional groups and high school students. The percentage which any identifiable 
group forms of this total is not known. The second set of responses comes from 
425 students in social science classes at Western Kentucky University. This 
gr oup i s qualified with regard to classification (freshman, sophomore, et c.), 
cong r e ssional district of residence, and as to whether the student considers 
himself as from an urban or a rural background. 
Befo re proceding to the specific analysis it would be proper to state certain 
limitations on the study. First, "North Atlantic Community II is not defined in the 
qu e s t ionnaire, and while the d e finition as given by respondents could be a 
l e gitimate object of the study. it should be noted that some of the forms used 10 
Group One asked the respondent to list the countries of NATO. A further caution 
should be noted in regard to the listing; in the instructions reference to resource 
• 
2. HOW NOW, THE NORTH ATLANTIC COMMUNITY .•• 
materials is suggested II • • • you may want to consult the National Geographic 
Magazine or other sources recommended by your refe rence . librarian, " However. 
in classroom administration no such opportunity was afforded. 
Some of the questions used are in some degre e difficult to inte rpret. For 
example, question six, "Keeping in mind the improvement ... do you think that 
the importance of North Atlantic Unity will shift against the United States of 
America? II 
Finally, for the purposes of analysis; NATO and the North Atlantic Community 
are considered as encompassing the same countries and the policies under 
cons ideration are reckoned as those expressed by the treaty organization. 
THE TABULATION 
The first question on the questionnaire asks the responde nt to II ••• list the 
countries which in your opinion form that area referred to as the North Atlantic 
Community. II Concerning the fifteen countries of NATO, the following results are 
note d: (Tables 1 and II) 
Of the fifteen countries of NATO only six were correctly identified by more 
than fifty percent of the r espondents: 
United Kingdom 
The United States 
France 
Canada 
Germany 
Norway 
(90%) 
(84. 30/.) 
(80%) 
(7l%) 
(63%) 
(53.4%) 
The dubious honor of being least known as a member of the North Atlantic 
Community went to Turkey with 22.7 percent mention, with Greece close behind at 
• 
3 . HOW NOW, THE NOR TH A TLANTIC COM'IUNITY ••• 
23 . 5 perce nt . T h e Southern Europe an location of these two countrie s , a nd thei r 
location on the Mediter rane a n r a the r than the Atla ntic , undoubtedly a ccou n t s fo r a 
lack o f kno wle dge conce rning the ir participatio n. 
A lthou g h 14.4 pe r cent o f the r e sponde nts corr ectly i d e ntified fo urteen to 
fifteen memb e r s of NATO, the me dia n fe ll within the 6 - 7 bra cke t. 
Spain a nd Swe d e n l e d the othe r countrie s li s t e d with 29 . 5 and 27.2 pe rce nt 
me n t io n respec tive ly (Table III). Ire land, Gr eenland and F inla nd we r e name d by 
more than t e n pe rce nt of the r e sponde nts a nd fi f t y-five o the r countri es we r e 
named , including F o rmosa, Labrado r and Mongolia . R u ssia r ece ived a s ur p ri sin g 
4 . 3 per ce nt me ntion. 
Responde nts to the que stionna ire we r e a s k e d to comme nt o n the ties a nd the 
s trains upo n NATO Uni t y (Table s IV and V) . Economi c ties we r e see n as m ost 
important bas i s fo r r e la tion s hip be ing ranke d fir s t by 38.5 pe r ce nt; Military ti e s 
we r e give n fi rst plac e by 30.5 pe rc e nt and political ties r ece ive d 19 . 3 pe r ce n t o f 
the fir s t p la ce m e ntions . Cultural ties we r e ranke d fi rs t by only e ight pe r cent. 
A s k ed to c hoose be twee n cultural diffe r e n ces , Com m uni s t a g r e s s i on, pers onaliti es 
of leade r s , e c onom ic inte r es t and diffe r e nt na tiona l inte r est as barrie rs to unity , 
45 . 5 pe r cent o f thos e an s w e ring the ques tion s a id tha t diffe r e n t national o bj ectives 
we r e the g r eat es t barrie r. 
In e xte n s i o n o f thi s conclus i on the s urve y r eveale d the fo llowing attitudes 
(Table VI): 
Fifty pe r ce nt o f those r es po nd i ng fee l tha t the s e lf- defe n se 
notion whic h motivate d NATO is c hanging. 
• 
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Sixty perc e nt hold the opinion that the attitude of France has 
dimini shed the sense of solidarity of NATO. 
Sixty percent feel that importance of North Atlan.tic Unity will 
not shift against the United States . 
Seventy pe r ce nt state that its European partners do not have a 
true understanding of United States aims. 
Respondents are almost e v e nly divided on the effec t the e ventua l 
admission of R ed China would have on the Nor th A tlanti c 
Com munity. while 4 2. 8 percent think it would have an adver s e 
effect ; 40.9 percent disagree. 
On e no t e worthy result of the study lies in the clos e a greement betwee n student 
opinion e xpr essed in Group Two and in general public opinion shown by Group 
One . There appears to b e no significant difference in the attitudes o f the two grou ps ' 
• 
of responde nts. 
The qu e stionnaire posed the open-ended ques tion lIWhat do you believe could be 
the main accomplishment of a strong No rth Atlantic Community? II On this questi on 
there were s ur prising areas of agr eem e nt (Table VU). Seventee n percent had no 
opinion , but th r ee answers, world unity, stopping of Communist agression, and 
peace , each we re listed by m or e than s ixtee n percent of the r e sponde nts. A l so 
mentioned we r e economic security, military unity, curbing us e of nuclear weapons, 
improvemen t of c ultural r e lationship, be tter trading and bringing ideals and 
concepts together . Interestingly , twent y r espo nde nt s say IInothingrt, as the main 
accomplishment. 
Perhaps one of the most interes ting conclusions t o be drawn from the study 
was found in Group II. An analysis of attitudes of this s tude nt g r oup r evealed that 
u rban and ru ral opinions have a stron g similarity. There i s not apparent in this 
• 
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s tude nt g r oup the traditional rural-urban dichotomy. O r it may simply be t rue 
that politic s in Ke ntucky stops at the waterls edge . 
Finall y individuals were asked whether Kentuckians Look at Foreign Policy 
should be c ontinu e d. It should be a matter of r e ass ura nc e and sati sfactio n tha t 
se ve nty pe r cent of the respondents have answered the que s tion in the affi rmative. 
• 
TABLE 1. Percentage of Responde nts Co rrectly 
Identify ing Each NATO Me mbe r 
PER CENT 
Be lgium 47.5 
Canada 71.0 
D e nmark 49.3 
France 80.0 
Greece 23.8 
Iceland 36.6 
Italy 34.5 
Luxe mbourg 29 . 4 
Nethe rland 44. 0 
Norway 53.4 
Portugal 37.0 
Turke y 22 . 7 
United Kingdom 90. 0 
United States 84. 3 
West G e rmany 63 . 0 
TABLE 1I. *Percentage of Ident ific ation by 
Total Correct Respons e s 
No . Correct 
l4 to l5 l4.4 
l2 - l3 4.9 
lO 
- II l l. 7 
8 - 9 l4. 0 
6 - 7 20.2 
4 
- 5 20 . 0 
2 
- 3 lO . 5 
0 - l 2.5 
*Columns do not add to l OOo/, 
• 
• 
TABLE III . Countries Other Than NATO Countries Listed in 
R esponse to Question 1 -
"-
COUNTRY NUMBER OF PERCENT 
RESPONSES OF TOTAL 
_._---
"- - - - _.- -- --_.- - -
Spain 290 29.5 
Swede n 268 27.2 
Ire land 168 17. 0 
G r ee nland L18 12. 0 
Finland L1 3 L1.4 
Switz e rland . 75 7.6 
Scotla nd 52 5.2 
RUB sia 43 4 .3 
M e xico 43 4 . 3 
East Germany 42 4. 2 I 
I 
-----~ - - - -- -
• 
TAB LE IV. Opi nion of Respondents Conce rning Rela.t ive 
Impo rtance of Scl~cted Bases for Common Ties 
o f NATO Countries -
FACTOR % RATING FACTOR 
- --.-- ---- - ----- -
--
F i rst Second Third Fourth Fifth 
--
1--- --- --
Economic 38 . 5 24 . 0 24.0 3.2 - - -
Military 30 . 5 24 . 0 21. 7 20 . 0 I. 
Politica l 19 . 3 26 . 0 32.7 16.8 - --
Cultural 8. 1 3 .7 19. 2 52 . 6 --
. 
- - - - ---- ---
-- .- - ~- --- - - ---
TABLE V. Most Significant Bar r i e r to North Atlantic Unity 
-- ------ - -- -- -- _._- --
Fir st Second Third Fourth Fifth 
Cultur a l Diffe r e nc e 6.1 10 . 8 18. 7 30 . 9 18.9 
Comm uni s t A ggre SSion 19. 4 13. 3 17 . 5 18 . 4 23 . 8 
P e rsona l iti e s of L eade r s 17. -1 23. 9 22 . 1 18 . 0 18 . 7 
Differe nt Nat ional Object ives 45. 5 31. 8 15 . 1 5. 6 2. 5 
Economic Inter e s t 11.9 20 . 7 27.7 24. 0 14 . 0 
---
- -
--- - - -
-
- --.-
-
- -- -- -
• 
TABLE VI. Answers to S pe cific Questions 
. 
NO OPINION 
QUESTION GP I GP II ALL GP I GP II 
Idea of s elf -defen se th r ough NATO is 
valid now 39.0 40. 9 39.8 II. 6 5. I 
. 
Idea of se lf- defe nse th rough NATO is 
changing 49 . 2 53. I 50.9 ~ - ,-Attitude of France has di m i.nishe d the s e ns e of sol idarity 61. I 58 . 8 60 . I 5. 9 
Att i tude of France has not diminished 
the sense o f solidarit y 29.9 23 . 0 26. 9 , 
-- --"---- -- -, --"< . -- -.-----, ----
Importance of North Atlantic unity wi ll 
sh ift against the Unite d State s * . 33 . 3 17. 4 26.4 6. 4 4 . 9 
Importance of North A tlantic unity wU l 
not shift agai nst the Un i te d State s 55 . 0 68 . 7 60. 9 
- --------.--
, 
-
European partne r s h ave a true unde r-
s tandin g of Unit e d Sta te s aims 24 . 0 22.0 23.4 6. 0 5. 4 
Euro pean pa r tne rs do not have a true 
understand ing o f Unite d State s a i ms 69 . 7 71. 5 70 . 4 
--.--
. 
---
Eve ntual adm i tta nce to the Un i ted 
N?tions of mainland P e king gov e rn -
m e nt w i ll have a n adve r se e ffect o n 
North At lantic Community 14. 2 40 . 9 42 . 8 10 . 0 8. 0 
Eve ntual admittanc e to the United 
Nations of main land P eking gove rn -
m e nt will not have an advers e effeet 
on No rth A t lant i c Community 4t. 3 40 . 4 40.9 
This proj ect should be continu e d 8t. 5 55.7 70.3 5.3 9. 6 
-_. 
-
- --- - - -~---
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TABLE VII. Re spons es to the Que stion "What do you be lieve could be the main 
accomplishme nt o f a strong North Atlanti c Community:?" 
(Having 20 or 
OPINION mor e r e spons es ) 
No opinion 
World unity 
Sto p Communist aggre ssion 
P e ace 
Econom ic S ecurity 
Mil itary Unity 
Curb us e of nucle ar weapons 
Improve cultural r e lationship 
B e tte r trading 
Bring idea ls and conce pts togeth e r 
Nothing 
NUMBER RESPONDE.NTS 
HOLDING 
17l 
186 
179 
163 
96 
44 
39 
34 
29 
22 
20 
• 
TABLE VIII . A Comparison of Group II Attitudes on Basis of Rural or Urban 
O r igin of Respondent (Groups o f Identi cal Size) 
---
-
QUESTION RURAL URBAN 
---- --
The same concept of self-de fens e through NATO i. 
. 
valid now. 35 24 
The concept of se lf- defense through NATO i. changing 
in othe r dir ections. 39 49 , 
The change o f attitude of France toward NATO has - I 
diminishe d the sense of solidarity among the people I I 
of the Atlantic Community. 47 -44 I 
I 
The c hange of attitude of France toward NATO has 
not dimi nished the sense of solidarity amon g the , 
people of the Atlanti c Community. 21 21 , 
---- -- ---
._-
- - ------
--- -- - , 
The impo r tance of North Atlantic unity will shift 
, 
against the United States. 14 15 
The importance o f North Atlantic un i ty will hot shift I 
against the United States. 59 51 I 
--. -_ .. 
- - ---
. 
--
-- --------
Our European partners have a true understandi ng of I 
United State s a ims and obj e ctives in world affa i rs . 18 21 
Our European partners do not have a true u nders tanding 
of United States aims and obj ective s in world affairs. 54 52 
-- -- --._--
The admittance of mainland China to the United Nat ions 
will have an adverse effect on the North Atlantic 
Community. 38 28 
The admitt ance of mainland China to the United Nat ions 
will not have an adve rs e e ffec t on the North A t lantic 
Community. 35 33 
---- ----.-
---
Kentuckians look at Foreign Policy s hould be continued. 50 50 
Ke n tuckians look at For e ign Policy shou ld be 
discontinue d. 8 4 
K e ntuckians look a t Foreign Polic y should be improved . 20 12 
- ----------
-
-. . ._-
--
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"KENTUCKIANS LOOK AT THE NORTH ATLANTIC COMMUNITY 1967" 
Cuestionnaire 
We shall be very grateful if you will reply to the questions written below. 
These questions are about a vital problem concerning the unity of weste Tn civiliza -
tion. Your thoughts and your r eplies ar e important, and we will share , them with 
your fellow Ke ntuckians at a state wide m eeting on March 3D, 1967. 
If some of the queotions appear too technical, you may want to consult 
the National Geographic Maeazine or other sources recommended by your reference 
librarian. 
1. Please list the countrie s which in your opinion form that area referred t b as the 
North Atlantic Community. 
2. In your view point what ar c the common ties of the countries? List in order o f 
the ir importance (I, 2, 3, 4 , e tc.) 
E conomic 
M ilit ary 
Political 
Cultural 
Others 
3. What do you consider to b e the significant barrie rs in achieving North Atlantic 
unity? List in c rder of impo rtance (1, Z, 3, 4 , etc.) 
c ultural differences 
communist a g gr e ssion 
personalities of le ade r s 
different obj e ctives of natiQua.l fo reign po li cio& 
eco nomic inte r ests 
others 
4. Ten years ago the North A t lantic Community was bas e d on the id e a of self-
d efe nse through NATO . I s the same concept valid now, or is it changing in 
other di rections ? Ple ase state your opinion. 
• 
• 
-2-
5. Has the change of attitude of France toward NATO diminished the sense of 
solidarity among the people of the Atlantic Community? 
6. Keeping in mind the improveme nt of diplomati c r e lations between the peoples 
of Eastern and WesLern Europe, do you think that the importa nce of North 
Atlantic unity will shift against the United States of America ? 
7. Do you think that ou r European partners have a true understanding of Unite d 
S,"ate8 aims and objectives in world affairs? Please explain briefly. 
8 . vVbat do you believe could be th e main accomplishment of a strong North 
Atlantic Community? 
• 
9. Do you think that eventual admittance to the United Nations of mainland Peking 
(China) government will have an adverse effect o n the North Atlanti c Community? 
10. Fl~ase state whether this project, Ke ntuckians Look at Foreign Policy should 
b e : 
a. continued 
b. discontinued 
c. iInprovcd -- - What i n::q .. rovcmcnt do you propose? 
